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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 4,7,15,19 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. 

The "twist lock" has not been adequately disclosed or shown in the drawings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4,6,9,1 1-14,16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wynkoff in view of Stoudt and Dial. 

Wynkoop discloses vertical tubes A, "elbow assembly" C1, which rotatably mount 
horizontal arms C to the vertical tubes, curtain sides and a roof, and a base member B. 
What is not shown are the legs that are adjustable in length and angularly adjustable. 
However, Stoudt discloses angularly adjustable legs. It would have been obvious to 
replace the flat base B or Wynkoop with such legs so as to more securely support the 
tent. Modifying the legs whereby they have an adjustable length would have been well 
known, as illustrated by Dial, who shows adjustable legs 29, so as to adjust the height 
of the tent. 
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Providing three or more horizontal members at one vertical member, the material 
of the curtain, and the coating of the tubes are all well known features that would have 
been incorporated into the present device so as to achieve the known advantages 
thereof. 

The twist lock is met as best understood in light of the lacking disclosure thereof. 

Claims 5 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wynkoop in view of Stoudt and Dial as applied above, and further in view of Ditch. 

Providing a rubber cap for leg ends is well known as illustrated by Ditch and 
would have been an obvious addition to the legs of Stoudt so as to not mar the 
ground/floor. 

Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wynkoop in view of Stoudt and Dial as applied above, and further in view of Raven. 

Adding adjustability of the tent frame by providing horizontal members that are 
made up of plural members is well known and obvious, as illustrated by Raven. 

Claims 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wynkoop in view of Stoudt and Dial as applied above, and further in view of Goharjou. 

Providing vent holes to reducing wind pressure on the tent of Wynkoop is taught 
by Goharjou. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wynkoop in view of Stoudt and Dial as applied above, and further in view of Heise. 

Providing a window so as to permit viewing through the tent of Wynkoop is taught 
by Heise. 
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Claims 26-29 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dial in view of Stoudt. 

In Dial, the portions around the perimeter of the tent, hanging down, are the side 
panels. Dial also provides vertical posts 29, elbow assembly 22, that has a horizontal 
portion that holds horizontal member 21 , inclined roof support holder 23, roof support 
member having lower roof support bars 8, etc., and upper roof support bars 7, etc., and 
roof center support 3,4. What is not shown are the angularly adjustable legs for support 
of the canopy vertical posts. However, Stoudt discloses such discussed above and 
applied to Dial for the similar reasons as for it's application above. 

Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dial in 
view of Stoudt and further in view of Heise. 

Providing a window so as to permit viewing through the side panels of 
Stoudt is taught by Heise. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blair M. Johnson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6830. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Blair M. Johiraon 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3634 



BMJ 

11/14/05 



